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Executive Summary

Author: Linda Frazer

Background

Major Findings

Budget Implications

In 1986, the Texas Legislature approved
House Bill 1010, which included a
provision that specified criteria by
which Texas schools would identify
students at risk of dropping out and
notify their parents. As a consequence
of this educational reform legislation,
each Texas school district had to
operationalize and implement the
mandate.

The Office of Research and Evaluation
(ORE) of the Austin Independent
School District (AISD) developed
operational definitions for the State
criteria. For grades 9-12, the brief
descriptor for these definitions are age,
achievement, F's, and TEAMS\TAAS
(see page 1). For grades PK-6, the
descriptors are age, achievement,
TEAMS/TAAS, and LEP (see page 3).

For the last four years, a determination
has been made of the at-risk status (as of
October 30) of each student in AISD.

In 199192 for grades 7-12, the most
important findings are:

¢ The number of students considered
at risk is 44% of the enrollment and
has ranged from 41-46% over the
past five years.

¢ High school students (56.0%) are
more likely to be at risk than grade
7 and 8 students (28.3%).

¢ A greater proporiion of the
Hispanic (§9.2%), and Black
(62.6%) enrollment is identified
as at risk than American Indian
(39.7%), Asian (40.7%), or
White (20.3%).

* More males (49.3%) are at risk than
females (42.7%).

In 1991-92 for grades PK-6, the most
important findings are:

¢ The percentage of at-risk students
which had been declining reversed
for 1991-92, possibly as a resuit
of the substitution of TAAS
for TEAMS.

¢ The number of students considered
at risk is 36.7% of the enrollment.

¢ The majority of at-risk students
become at risk while at the
elementary level.

¢ A greater proportion of the
Hispanic (53%) and Asian (53%)
enrollment is identified as at risk
than Black (33%), American Indian
(32%) or White (21%).

¢ The number of at-risk students in
grade one greatly decreased in
1991-92, probably as a result of the
discontinuance of the MRT as an
identification criterion.

¢ One third (34%) of elementary
at-risk students are limited
English proficient.

Mandate :

The identification of at-risk students is
required by state law and school board
policy. The information ir this report has
also been requested by the administra-
tior and by the schools.

Fund Amount :

N/A

Funding Source:

Local

Implications for Continued Funding:
Information contained in this report
gives indication of progress or lack

thereof towards meeting the strategic
objectives 1-5 in tie AISD Strategic Plan.

A copy of the full report for which this is the
Executive Summary is available as Publica-
tion Number 91.41 from:
Austin Independent School District
Office of Research and Evaluation
1111 West 6th Street
Austin, Texas 78703
(512) 499-1701
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The summary sta:istics for high school and grades PK to 6 for the most recent school year, 1991-
92, are presented below. Based on these statistics, a picture of the "typical” at-risk student in AISD
may be drawn by taking the characteristic with the highest percentage from each of the major
groupings: grade, sex, and ethnicity. Add to this other statistics contained in the report, such as
the most likely location and the most likely factors causing the student to be identified as at risk
and a "best guess” can be made as to what the typical at-risk student would look like for grades

7-12 and PK-6.

Typical At-Risk Student
Grades 7-12
Hispanic
Grade 9

Male

Enrolled at Johnston High School
Overage by 2 years

Did not Master TAAS and
Scored Two Years Below Grade
Level on ITBS in grade 8

Typical At-Risk Student
Grades PX-6
Hispanic
Grade 4
Male

Enrolled at Wooten or
Andrews

Overage by one or more years
Scored below the 30th
percentile in Reading on ITBS

Typical At-Risk Student
Middle School 6th Grade
Hispanic
Male
Enrolled at Mendez
Overage by one or more years

Summary At-Risk Statistics
Grades 7-12, 1991-92 g

N %
At-risk level:
Grades 7-8 3,929 32.7
Grades 9-12 8,089 67.3
100.0
At-risk grade:
7 1,595 13.3
8 2,334 144
9 2,861 238
10 2,224 18.5
11 1,803 15.0
12 1,201 100
100.0
At-risk ethnicity:
Am. Indian 27 0.2
Asian 237 20
Black 3,337 278
Hispanic 5,070 422
White 3,347 278
100.0
At-risk sex:
Male 6,512, 54.2
Female 5,506 458
100.0
Totals 12,018 100.0

Summary At-Risk Statistics
Grades PK-6, 199192

N %
At-risk grade:
PK 589 4.1
K 929 6.5
1 1,165 8.1
2 2,749 15.2
3 2454 172
4 3,157 221
5 2,841 199
6 416 29
100.0
At-risk ethnicity:
Am, Indian 32 0.2
Asian 390 2.1
Black 2,681 18.7
Hispanic 7,685 53.7
White 3,512 256
100.0
At-risk sex:
Male 7,736 54.1
Female 6,564 459
100.0

Totals

14,300

i

Summary At-Risk Statistics
Middle School 6th Grade, 1991-92

N Yo
At-risk ethnicity:
Am. Indian 10 "4
Asian 33 13
Black 656 253
Hispanic 1218 470
White 674 260
10C.0
At-risk sex:
Male 1,365 52.7
Female 1,226 473
100.0
Totals 2,591 100.0

L'___—
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| Preface I

The publicatior. of this report represents the second time AISD, through ORE, has attempted to make
a comprehensive assessment of the situation of the at-risk population in the District. Because this
report is the second of its kind, it is not meant to be the last word on the at-risk population in the
District. Rather, the report is intended to spur discussion regarding the at-risk s.udents, and to
provide information to District leaders and the Austin public about the students. The author hopes

the report nears fulfillment of this important and large task. Presented below, in summary form, are
some of the main findings contained in the report.

* Using only the state-mandated criteria, the percentages of at-risk students are high: 36.7% at
elementary, 47.4% at middle school, and 48.5% at high school. Some of the increase fiom one

level to the next is probably a result of the accumulation in numbers of students who have been
retained across the grades.

The majority of at-risk students become at risk in elementary school.

The decrease in number of at-risk students in grade one (18.2%) probably reflects the
discontinuance of the MRT, which is used only at grade 1.

Increases in percentages of students at risk from 1990-91 tc 1991-92 occurred in grades 4, 6, and
8 possibly as a result of the substitution of TAAS (vs. TEAMS) in grades 3, 5, and 7.

The highest percent (59.4) of at-risk students of any grade is sixth grade in middle school.

Grades 10 and 11 had higher percentages of at-risk students than grade 9, possibly reflecting the
introduction of TAAS.

The decrease in percent of at-risk students in grade 12 reflects the high number of dropouts at
grades 9 and 10.

For two consecutive years, the same five high school campuses have more than 50% of their

students at risk: Johnston (62%), Travis (57%), Reagan (56%), Lanier (52%), and Crockett
(51%).

* Most of the students at each alternative campus are at risk: Robbins (92%), Evening High School
(987%), and Alternative Learning Center (90%).

Four middle schools have more than 50% of their students at risk: Pearce, 59%, Mendez, 58%,
Dobie, 54%, and Burnet, 54%. Last year there were none.

* In 10 elementary schools--Metz, Ridgetop, Brooke, Allan, Blackshear, Zavala, Sanchez, Ortega,
Linder, and Allison--more than 50% of the population is at risk.

Every school has at-risk students; the lowest percent for any elementary is Hill (12%), for any
middle school is Kealing (29%), and for any high school is Anderson (33%).

Vit

ERIC 9




9141

Open Letter to AISD

A contributing factor to the high at-risk rate is the existence in the District of a high percentage of
overage students. Many of these students became overage as a result of past Distnct retention
policies. Even though AISD retentions are declining some, AISD built up a legacy of overage (a.k.a.
at-risk) students who will drop out at high rates unless intense, effective intervention is provided.

While tutoring, remediation, and other interventions are provided for the student who is low in
achievement and who could theoretically become less at risk by increasing achievement perform-
ance, there is little provided for the student who is overage. Once overage, the student generally
stays overage for the grade throughout the student's career.

Secondary

In the 1990-91 At-Risk Report, this author stated that "there is an alarming increase in the numbers
(927 in mathematics and 445 in reading) and percentages (31% in mathematics and 11% in reading)
of students who are two or more years below grade level as measured by the ITBS or TAP. Equally
alarming is the increase in the number and percentage of students who are overage. The number of
students overage by two or more years increased by 586 (23%). The total number of students who

are overage by one or more years (9,386) represents more than one third of the secondary
enrollment.”

For 1991-92 the increase (2,141) in the number (from 3,856 to 5,070) of students who are two or
more years below grade level in mathematics is more than alarming. One in five of all secondary
students is two or more years below grade level in mathematics. Last year it was one in seven.

The picture is much improved for reading achievement. The numbers and percentages for 1991-92

are comparable to 1987-88, reversing the last few years of increasing numbers below in reading
achievement.

After three years of steady increases, the numbers and percentages of students who are overage
declined slightly for 1991-92. However, there are still more than 9,000 secondary students who are
overage which represznts more than one third of the secondary enrollment.

At the secondary level, there had been a decline for four years in the percentage of students failing
the academic skills test. With the change from TEAMS to TAAS, the decline changed to an in-
crease. More students were at risk in the fall of 1991 from failing reading and mathematics sections
of TAAS than were at risk in the fall of 1987 from failing those sections of TEAMS.

Elementary
At the elementary level, there is an encouraging trend in the decline of the number of students who
are overage by one or more years. However, this decline, 551 students, is only 10% of the numbers
overage in 1988-89. There are still too many students who are overage at the elementary level.
Unless the number of overage students at the elementary level decreases, there will continue to
be a high percentage of overage students at the high school level and a high dropout rate in the
District.

Qo ix
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If we are to ensure our students' success and accomplish the goal of 100% of our students graduating
from high school, we must find ways to keep our students on pace towards graduation from the

moment they begin school. For those already off pace, we must find ways to € 1able them to get
back on pace.

Unless methods are found to keep students on pace towards graduation, the dropout rate will con-
tinue to be unacceptably high. Schools are presently providing services for low-achieving and for at-
risk students. However, the support and services are insufficient, as evidenced by the high numbers

of overage and at-risk students. There are not enough programs and services to meet the needs of all
students. Also, some of the existing programs are ineffective.

There are more than 15,050 (down 450 from last year) overage students in the District, or enough at
each level to fill about eight elementary schools, four middle schools, and four high schools. We
must find a means for these students to catch up with their age mates.

11
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l Introduction I

In 1986, the Texas Legislature approved House Bill 1010, which inciuded a
provision that specified criteria by which Texas schools would identify
students at risk of dropping out and notity their parents. As a consequence
of this educational reform legislation, each Texas school district had to
operationalize and implement the mandate.

Secondary At-Risk Criteria

For purposes of identifying and tracking at-risk students in grades 7-12, in
compliance with H.B. 1010, the Office of Research and Evaluation (ORE)
in the Austin Independent School District (AISD) developed operational
definitions for each of the four major State-mandated criteria. These defini-
tions, along with a brief descriptor, are detailed in Figure 1.

Figure 1: AISD Operational Definitions
(7 Local Brief )

Secondary Criterion Operational Definition Descriptor
Not advanced from one grade | Two or more years older than Age
level to the next for two expected for the grade level
or more school years
Has mathematics or reading | Two or more years below Ach
skills that are two or more grade level as measured by
years below grade level a norm-referenced achieve-

ment test (TTBS, TAP, or NAPT)

Has failed two or more Has two or more F'sin a F's
courses in one or more semester
semesters and is not
expected to graduate within
four years of the time the
student entered the ninth
grade

Has failed one or more of Has failedoneormore of the Texas | TEAMS/
the reading, writing, or Educational Assessment of Mini- | TAAS
mathematics sections of the | mum Skills (TEAMS/TAAS)
most recent TEAMS/TAAS | Mathematics, Reading, or
Qeﬂ beginning with the Writing tests, most recent score

@cmh grade J

See Figure 2 (H.B. 1010: The State At-Risk Criteria) for a full description of the
Texas at-risk criteria. ORE subsequently extended the State at-risk criteria,
developing 22 individual at-risk categories to better pinpoint differential dropout
rates. See the section entitled "Definitions of Secondary Risk Category Codes"”
on page 22 for a description of the 22 categories and how they are used to iden-
tify and track at-risk secondary students.

Q 1
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Figure 2: H.B.1010: The State At-Risk Criteria ‘

7=

H.B. 1010, passed by the Texas State
Legislature in 1986 and taking effect
Septemter 1, 1987, relates to reducing the
number of students who drop out of public
school. Section 4 (f) cf this bill states:

For the purposes of this section, “student at
risk of dropping out of school” includes
each student in grades seven through 12
who is under 21 years of age and who:

(1) was not advanced from one grade
level to the next two or more school
years;

(2) has mathematics or reading skilis that
are two or more years below grade
level;

(3) did not maintain an average equiva-
lent to 70 on a scale of 100 in two or
more courses during a semester, or is
not maintaining such an average in
two or more courses in the current
semester, and is not expected to
graduate within four years of the date
the student begins the ninth grade; or

(4) did not perform satisfactorily on an
assessment instrument administered
under Section 21.551(a) of this code
in the seventh, ninth, or twelfth
grade.

Grades 7-12
19 TAC 75.195(cY (1) - (4)

Below 21 years of age and meet one or
more of the following:

(1) has not been promoted one or more

times in grades 1-6 based on

academic criteria established in

subsections (a) and (b) of this

section and continues to be unable
to master the essential elements in

the 7th or higher grade level;

(2) is two or more years below grade
level in reading or mathematics;

(3) has failed at least two courszs in
one or more semesters and is not
expected to graduate within four

years of the time the student en
the 9th grade; or

(4) has failed one or more of the

tered

reading, writing, or mathematics
sections of the most recent TEAMS

test beginning with the seventh
grade.

Grades 7-12
TEC 21.557 (H

Under 21 years of age and who:

(1) was not advanced from one grade
level te the next two or more school

years:

(2) has mathematics or reading skills

that are two or more years below
grade level;

(3) did not maintain an average

equivalent to 70 on a scale of 100 in

two or more courses in the current
semester, and is not expected 0
graduate within four years of the
date the student begins the ninth
grade; or

(4) did not perform satisfactorily on an
assessment instrument adminin-
stered under Section 21.551(a) of
this code in the seventh, ninth, or
twelfth grade.

H.B. 1010 amended the Texas Education Code (TEC) guidelines which are contained inthe

Texas Administrative Code (TAC). Provisions in both the TEC and TAC must be implemented

as law.

A student who mects one or more of these cr:teria shall be identified as at risk. A student does
not have to mect all four criteria to be considered at risk.

_/

* limited English proficicncy
* receives compensatory or remedial

* social factors,

academically.

* environmental factors,
* familial factors,
* economic factors,

* developmental factors,

* other psychosocial factors where
such factor contributes to the
student’s inability 1o progress

out.

r Grades 7-12 w
Optional criteria for identifying at-risk TEC11.205 (c)
students, grades 1-12, are also included as Optional ¢riteria;
follows:
*adjudged delinquent;
* abuses drugs/alcohol;

* sexually, physically, or psychologi-

Grades 1-12
19 TAC 75.195 () (5} instruction;
Optional criteria:
cally abused;
* pregnant;

* slow leamner;

* underachiever;

* enrolls late in school year;

* stops attending school before the
end of the school year;

* unmotivated; or

* other characteristics that indicate the
student is at high risk of dropping

-

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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(See Figure 3).

H.B. 1010 required that
elementary students in
grades 1-6 be identified as at
risk if they were one or more
years overage. Cverage was
used as a proxy for retention
by AISD, the only required
criteria for elementary
students in grades 1-6 from
1987-88 through 1989-90

Elementary At-Risk Criteria

Figure 3: Elementary Criteria
1987-88 through 1989-90

school years

Local Operational Brief
State Criteria Definition Descriptor
Not advanced One or more years | Age
from one grade older than ex-
level to the next pected for the
for one or more grade level

Figure 4: Elementary Criteria

*Implemented in 1991-92

1990-91 to present
Loval Operational Brief
State Critenia Definition Descriptor

Not advanced from one One or more years older Age
grade level to the next for than expected for the
one or more school years grade level
Has mathematics or * Below the thirtieth Ach
reading skills that are not percentile as measured by
satisfactory a norm-referenced

achievement tes: (ITBS/

NAPT)
Did noi perform satisfac- | Below the thirtieth MRT
torily on a readiness test percentile on the Metro-

politan Readiness Reading

Tests
Has failed one or more of | Has failed one or more of | TEAMS/
the reading, writing, or the Texas Educational TAAS
mathematics sections of Assessment of Minimum
the most recent assess- Skills (TEAMS/TAAS)
ment test Mathematics, Reading, or

Writing test, most recent

score
Is a student of limited Home language other than | LEP
English proficiency English, scored below

fortieth percentile on

ITBS, and has not

mastered TEAMS/TAAS

Two or more years below grade level, the same criterion used
for secondary, and below the thirtieth percentile was used for 1990-91

elementary students.

14

Senate Bill 1668,
which became
effective in the
fall of 1990,
increased the

mandated criteria
for identifying at-
risk elementary
students and
extended the
reach of previous
legislation to
include the identi-
fication of
prekindergarden
and kindergarten
at-risk elementary
students as well as
students in grades
one through six
(see Figure 4).
Figure 5 describes
in detail the Texas
At-Risk Criteria
as it applies to
zlementary
students.




Figure 5:
The State At-Risk Criteria for Elementary Students

@3. 1668, passed by the Texas State
Legislature in the Spring of 1989 and
taking effect September 1, 1989, relates
to reducing the number of students who
drop out of public school. Section 6 of
this bill amends TEC 21.557:

For the purposes of th*~ czction, “student
at risk of dropping out of school”
includes each student in Pre-Kindergar-
ten through sixth grade who:

(a) did not perform satisfactorily on a
readiness tcst or assessment
instrument administered at the
beginning of the school year;

(b) did not perform satisfactorily on an
assessment instrument adminis-
tered under Section 21.551(a) of
this code in the third or fifth
grade;

\

19 TAC 75.195(c)
remains in effect,
impacting the identifica-
tion of at-risk elementary
students as follows:

Students in grades one through six who fail
to meet the requirements for promotion in
subsection (6) of this section shall be
identified as at risk.

(c) is a student of limited
English proficiency, as
defined by Section 21.452
of this code;

(d) is sexually, physically, or
psychologically abused;

(e) engages in conduct
described by Section
51.03(a), Family Code; or

(f) is otherwise identified as at risk under
rules adopted by the State Board of
Education.

S.B. 1668 amended the Texas Education Code
(TEC) guldelines which are contained in the
Texas Administretive Code (TAC). Provislons in
both the TEC and TAC must be implemented as
law. A student who meets one or more of these
criteria shali be identified as at risk. A student
does not have to meet all criteria to be considered
at risk.

/4
i

F

TEAMS was used as the criterion-
referenced test to identify at-risk stu-
dents for the school year 1990-91. With
the state change from TEAMS to the
Texas Assessment of Academic Skills
(TAAS), the most recent criterion-
referenced test score whether TEAMS
or TAAS is now used to identify at-risk
students for 1991-92. As more students
take TAAS, the TEAMS will be phased
out. See Annual Report on Student
Achievement 1990-91 (Publication No.
90.48) for more information on TEAMS
and TAAS.

Additional Criteria
For identifying at-risk students in PK-12:

S.B. 1668:...each nonhandicapped student
who resides in a residential placement
facility in a district in which the student's
varent or legal guardian does not reside,
including a detention facility, substance
abuse treatment facility, emergency
shelters, psychiatric hospital. halfway
l:ouse, or foster family group home.

19 TAC 75.195: . .each homeless student,
as defined by the Texas Education
Agency's State Plan for the Education of
Homeless Children and Youth, shall be

& identificd as at risk.

N

\&

AISD does not maintain centralized computer files on students who have been
sexually, physically, or psychologically abused, reside in a residential treatment
facility, who are homeless, or who are delinquent. Therefore, those criteria are not
used to identify at-risk students by the ORE. School personnel are responsible for
identifying and serving the needs of those students on the local campus and adding

them to the at-risk list.

The State Board of Education has not specified any other rules for identifying at-

risk students at this time.

15




91.41

Following the implementation of S.B. 1668, four new categories, applicable to
elementary only, were added to the 22 AISD at-risk categories. For a full discus-

sion of the at-risk categories and how they relate to the elementary level, see page
35.

Comparison of Secondary and Elementary At-Risk Criteria

The State-mandated criteria for identifying students as at risk has differed be-
tween the secondary and elementary levels since its initial implementation. The
criteria for secondary originally included the factors of retention (overage), course
failure (F’s), criterion-referenced test scores (TEAMS), and norm-referenced test
scores (achievement, or ITBS/TAP). These have not changed for secondary.

The criteria for elementary originally required only that students who had been
retained (overage) were to be identified. That was modifed with SB 1668 so that
now the criteria for elementary include some of the same factors as secondary:
retention (overage), criterion-referenced test scores (TEAMS/TAAS), and norm-
referenced test scores (achievement, or ITBS/TAP). Elementary differs from
secondary in that the elementary criteria do not include course failure (F’s), but do

include first grade standardized test (MRT), if given, and limited English profi-
ciency (LEP).

Figure 6:
Comparison of Secondary and Elementary State At-Risk Criteria

Secondary (7-12) Elementary (PK-6)*

1987-88 to 1989-90 Since 1990-91 | 1987-88 to 1989-90 1990-91 to present

Age Age Age Age
TEAMS TEAMS/TAAS TEAMS/TAAS
Achievement Achievement Achievement
F's F's MRT (1st only)
LEP

*Grades PK-K were added to grades 1-6 in 1990-91

o f 5
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Identification of At-Risk Students

Prior to the implementation of House Bill 1010, ORE had been providing infor-
mation to the schools to assist them'in identifying students in need of attention.
ORE has continued to ,~ovide this information, which consists of:

* New attendance listings sent the week prior to the fall opening of school.

This list contains all new students assigned to the school with two years of
attendance history.

Information for assessing risk status. The information for all students in-
cludes two years of reading and mathematics percentiles on either ihe ITBS or
TAP, the percent of days absent for one or two years, and age. Beginning in
1990, an indication if the student qualified to receive services by special
education or is Limited English Proficient (LEP) was included. For high
school students the grade point average while in high school and the number
of F's the previous year is included.

Since 1986, ORE has used the State-mandated criteria to identify the students
who are at risk of dropping out of school. All schools have been provided with:

* Lists of all at-risk students in their school. The lists contain each student's age,
years above/below grade for age, reading grade equivalent and percentile, and
mathematics grade equivalent and percentile. Additionally, if a high school
student failed two courses in a semester and/or failed any TEAMS/TAAS, that
information is provided as well.

Secondary schools have also received:

* Lists of all high-risk students in their school. This has included a list by
category of the six highest risk categories of at-risk students.

* Preliminary listing of at-risk students to be used for counseling for classes and

identification for dropout intervention prograrns prior to the availability of the
official list.

ORE continues to identify at-risk students. With the reduction in resources,
listings are now provided to campuses at the request of the District at-risk
coordinator.

17
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Parental Notification

As required by House Bill 1010, AISD, through Secondary Education, has
notified parents of students in grades 7-12 who are at risk of dropping out of
school. See Attachments I-1 and I-2 for samples of letters sent to parents.
Parents of students at risk for factors other than TEAMS/TAAS received the
at-risk letter. Parents of students failing TEAMS/TAAS and any other factor
received the TEAMS/TAAS letter and the at-risk letter. Parents of students
who are at risk because of failing TEAMS/TAAS and no other factor received
only the letter concerning the need to pass TEAMS/TAAS before graduation.
Parents of students who are at risk because of being two or more years below

in achievement and no other factor received no letter as they had already been
notified of their child’s status.

Sixth Graders in Middle School

In AISD, sixth graders are located on both elementary and secondary cam-
puses. Regardless of location, sixth graders are evaluated for risk status using
the grades PK-6 elementary criteria. Sixth graders housed on elementary
campuses are included in the elementary section of this report. Sixth graders
housed on secondary campuses are treated separately in this report, because
they are neither elementary students nor tracked for dropping out as are stu-
dents in grades 7-12.

Optional Criteria Nominations

For the purposes of research, schools were encouraged to send ORE a list of
students identified by the optional TEA criteria but not identified as at risk by
the mandated criteria. The schools nominated 358 elementary students, 18

grade 7-8 students, and 4 grade 9-12 students as at risk by the optional TEA
criteria.

The 358 elementary nominations came from 23 different schools and ranged
from a low of 1 student to a high of 109 students. Excluding the high of 109,
the average number of students nominated by each school was 11. The major-
ity (84%) of the studer.ts was low income and below grade level in achieve-
ment, and fell further below grade level during the 1990-91 school year.
However, they were not far enough below to be identified by the mandated
criteria.
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Secondary At-Risk Students

This section uses statistics and graphics to paint a portrait of the at-risk status of
students in grades 7-12. The main part of the section describes and analyzes the
secondary population from two perspectives: the population of all secondary
students and the population of secondary at-risk students. Both perspectives are
further divided into grade, ethnicity, and sex groupings. The population of
secondary at-risk students is grouped by grade level as well. Finally, the location
and the categories of the at-risk students are examined.

How Many Students Are At Risk?
For grades 7-12, the number of students considered at risk by the State criteria in

cach of the past five years is provided in Figure 7. These numbers represent
almost half of the secondary students for each of the last five years.

What Proportions of Groups Are At Risk?

For the last five years, a determination has been made of the at-risk status (as of
October 30) of each student in grades 7-12. The most important findings are:

* The number of students considered at risk ranges from 41% to 46% of the
enrollment.

High school students (56%) are more likely to be at risk than grades 7 and
8 students (28-33%).

A greater proportion of the Hispanic (54-60%) and Black (59-61%)
enrollment is identified as at risk than American Indian (33-47%), Asian
(34-41%), or White (20-31%).

More males (46-51%) are at risk than females (37-43%).
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Figure 8:
Percent of Enroliment Identified At Risk, by Grade, Grades 7-12
As of October 30, 1987 - 1991

Percent At Risk
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8 Grade9® Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12
Date

Grade 7 Grad

% of Enrollment % of Enrollment %of Enrollment % of Enrollment % of Enrollment
Oct. 30,1987  Qct, 30, 1988 Qct. 30, 1989 Oct. 30, 1990 Oct. 30, 1991

Grade

7 43.8 40.1 34.8 337 329

8 38.8 34.2 35.3 335 51.3

9 49.6 49.8 48.0 51.7 48.7

10 53.1 53.6 46.1 54.8 54.6

11 47.1 499 48.5 45.7 51.2

12 30.2 48.5 33.7 38.3 37.2
Total 4473 46.1 41.1 43.3 46,1

10 ) 21
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Figure 9:
Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Ethnicity, Grades 7-12
As of October 30, 1987 - 1991

Percent At Risk
100

Bl 19557 XN1988 [ l1ess E& 1990 [CI1991

80

Am. Indian Asian Hispanic White

9% of Enroliment % of Enrollment %of Enrollment % of Enrollment % of Enrollment
0ct. 30,1987 Qct. 30,1983  Oct. 30,1989  Qct. 30,1990  Qct. 30,1991

Ethnicity

Am. Indian 32.8 472 31.9 435 39.7
Asian 39.8 37.1 353 34.1 40.7
Black 60.7 61.0 58.7 59.5 62.6
Hispanic 5835 59.6 54.1 56.9 59.2
White 29.0 31.1 25.0 26.9 20.3
Total 443 46.1 414 433 46.1

Q. & n 22
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Figure 10:
Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Sex, Grades 7-12
As of October 30, 1987 - 1991

Percent At Risk

100

Ml os7 NW19ss [ J1989 ZZ1990 [ 11991
80
60 -

40

20
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Male Female

Date

% of Enrollment % of Enrolimeni %of Enrollment % of Enroliment % of Enrollment
Oct. 30,1987 Oct. 30,1988  Oct. 30,1989  Oct, 30,1990  Oct. 30, 1991

Sex

Male 494 50.7 46.0 470 49.3
Female 39.0 414 36.7 39.6 42.7
Total 443 46.1 414 433 46.1

12
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Who Are the At-Risk Students?

More of the secondary at-risk students are in high school than in grades 7-8.
More at-risk students are in grade 9 than any other secondary grade. More of the
at-risk students are Hispanic than any other ethnic group and more of the at-risk
students are male than female.

By level and by grade. The majority of the secondary at-risk students are high
school students. Considering that high school spans four years compared to two
years for the grades 7-8, this finding is not surprising. More at-risk students are in
grade 9 than any other grade. The fewest number of at-risk students are in grade
12. The clustering of many at-risk students in grade 9 and the few in grade 12 is
probably the result of high retentions in grade 9 and the high numbers of dropouts
in grades 9 and 11. See Caution: Hazardous Grades (Publication No. 90.26) for
more information about ninth graders. Figures 12 and 13 display the information
on at-risk students by level and grade.

Figure 11:
Summary Statistics for Grade 7-12 At-Risk Students
1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
N %0 N %0 N %0 N % N %

At-risk level
Grades 7-8 3697 326 3248 278 3,172 295 3018 273 3929 327
Grades 9-12 7633 674 8420 722 7,587 705 8,023 727 8,089 673

7 2,040 180 1,782 153 1,606 149 1,581 143 1,595 133

8 1,657 14.6 1466 126 1,566 14.6 1437 130 2334 144

9 2,633 232 2,759 236 2905 270 3046 276 2861 238

10 2,165 19.1 2081 178 1,830 17.0 2249 204 2224 185

11 1,776  15.7 1,815 156 1,705 15.8 1,553 14.1 1,803 150

12 1059 93 1,765 15.1 1,147 10.7 1,175 10.6 1,201 100
At-risk ethnici
American Indian 19 0.2 34 03 23 02 30 03 27 02
Asian 231 2.0 216 19 208 1.9 210 1.9 237 2.0
Black 3212 283 3226 276 3,148 293 3,122 283 3,337 278
Hispanic 4304 380 4547 390 4426 414 4599 41.7 5070 422
White 3564 31.5 3645 312 2954 275 3,080 279 3347 278
At-rigk sex
Male 6,395 564 6,517 559 6,046 562 6,104 553 6,512 542
Female 4935 436 5,151 44.1 4713 438 4937 447 5,506 458
Total 11,330 100.0 11,668 100.0 10,759 100.0 11,041 100.0 12,018100.0
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Figure 13:
At-Risk Students By Grade, Grades 7-12
1987-88 to 1991-92

Percent of At-Risk by Grade

100

80

60
1 arade 12
40 [ Grade 11
Grade 10
20 . £ arade 9
) & Grade 8
Ml Grade 7

1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
School Year

1087-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-¢1 1991-92

N %2 N %2 N %2 N %2 N =2
At-risk grade

7 2040 180 1,782 153 1,606 149 1,581 143 1,595 133
8 1,657 146 1466 126 1566 146 1437 130 2334 194
9 2633 232 27759 236 2905 270 3046 276 2861 238
10 2,165 19.1 20631 178 1830 170 2249 204 2224 185
11 1,776  15.7 1,815 156 1,705 158 1,553 14.1 1.803 15.0
12 1059 93 1,765 151 1,147 107 1,175 106 1,201 1.0
Totat 11,330 100.0 11,668 1000 10,759 1000 11,041 100.0 12,018 100.0
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By ethnicity. The majority (38.0% - 42.2%) of at-risk students is Hispanic and
the percentage has steadily increased during the period studied. For the years
1987-88 and 1988-89, there were more White (31.5% and 31.2%, respectively)
than Black (28.3% and 27.6%, respectively) at-risk students. This reversed for
the years 1989-90 and 1990-91 with more Black (29.3% and 28.3%) than White
(27.5% and 27.9%) at-risk students. Very few at-risk students each year are
American Indian or Asian (see Figure 14). The declining proportion of White
students and the increasing proportion of Hispanic students in the at-risk popula-
tion parallels the trends in the AISD population.

Figure 14:
At-Risk Students By Ethnicity, Grades 7-12
1987-88 to 1991-92

100 F

Percent of At-Risk by Ethnicity

80

60 E

40 1 white
Hispanlc
20 ] sBlack

Aslan
Bl Am. Indian

1987-88 1088-89 1988-90 1990-91 1991-92
School Year

1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91  1991-92
N %2 N % N %2 N 2 N 2

At-risk ethnicity

Am. Indian 19 0.2 34 03 23 0.2 30 03 27 02
Asian 231 2.0 216 19 208 19 210 19 237 20
Black 3212 28.3 3226 216 3,148 293 3,122 283 3,337 278
Hispanic 4,304 380 4547 390 4426 414 4599 417 5070 422
White 3,564 315 3645 312 2954 215 3,080 279 3347 278

Total 11330 1000 11,668 100.0 10,759 1000 11,041 100.0 12,018 100.0
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By sex. Each of the past five years, more of the at-risk students have been male
(54.2% - 56.4%) than female (43.6% - 45.8%). See Figure 15.

Figure 15:
At-Risk Students By Sex, Grades 7-12
1987-88 to 1991-92

00 Percent of At-Risk by Sex

_

Female
Bl Mae

1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
School Year

1987-88 1988-89  1989-90 1990-91  1991-92
N %2 N %2 N %2 N 2 N =2

At-risk scx
Male 6395 564 6,517 559 6,046 562 6,104 553 6,512 542
Female 4935 436 5,151 44.1 4713 438 4937 44.7 5506 458

Total 11,330 100.0 11,668 100.0 10,759 100.0 11,041 100.0 12,018 100.0
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Where Are the At-Risk Students?
The secondary schools with the highest percentages of at-risk students varied in
order but were the same campuses all three years (see Figure 16). In 1989-90 one
campus, an alternative campus, had more than 75% of its students at risk. This
total increased to four campuses, all alternative, in 1990-91. With the increase in
numbers of campuses at the highest end of the scale, there was a decrease in the
numbers of campuses in the 50% to 75% range. Two middle schools, Pearce and
Mendez, now have higher percentages of ai-risk students than nine of the high
" schools. See Attachment IV-2,
Figure 16:
At-Risk Percentages by Location, Grades 6-12
A 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
g Z % | Robbins 82 | Robbins 93 | Evening 98
\Y Evening 90 | Robbins 92
E Teen Parent 84 ALC 90
ALC 78
Evening 70 | Johnston 61 | Johnston 62
Johnston 62 | Travis 58 | Pearce 59
75 Teen Parent 56 Lanier 54 | Mendez 58
to Reagan 56 | Reagan 54 | Travis 57
50 Travis 54 Crockett 52 | Reagan 56
% ALC 53 Dobie 54
Pearce 53 Burnet 54
Lanier S1 Lanier 52
Crockett 51
Mendez 48 Pearce 46 Bedicheck 49
Crockett 48 McCallum 46 Fulmore 48
Burnet 44 Mendez 44 Martin 48
McCallum 42 Burmnet 42 O. Henry 48
Martin 40 L.B.J. 41 Lamar 45
B Fulmore 40 | Wartin 40 | Austin 44
E 5 % Austin 40 Austin 40 McCallum 43
L 0 O. Henry 39 | Dobie 40 | Pporter 42
o Lamar 39 | Fulmore 39 | Murchison 39
w Dobie 38 O. Henry 39 Covington 37
Porter 37 Bowie 37 Bowie 36
Murchison 36 Lan.ar 36 LBJ 36
L.B.J. 36 Porter 35 Anderson 33
Bedichek 35 Bedichek 34 Kealing 29
Bowie 34 Anderson 33
Anderson 31 Murchison 31
Kealing 31 Covington 22
Covington 24 | Kealing 21

8 29
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Where appropriate, the percentages in Figure 16 include grade 6, in order to

portray more accurately the proportion of students at that campus ident*fied at
risk.

The schools with the largest numbers of at-risk students are predominantly high
schools (see Figure 17). This is not surprising, because the high school popula-
tions are larger than the populations of junior highs and middle schools. The
exceptions are Dobie, Mendez, and Pearce, which have more at-risk students than
some high schools. Excluding alternative campuses, four of five high school

campuses with the highest percentages of at-risk students also had the highest
numbers of at-risk students.

Figure 17:
't'en Secondary Schools with Highest
Numbers of At-Risk Students
1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
Johnston 1,025 Johnston 1,106 Johnston 1,094
Crockett 850 Crockett 891 Bowie 897
Lanier 713 Bowi= 839 Crockett 841
Travis 760 Lanier 829 Travis 796
Reagan 742 Travis 789 Austin 746
Bowie 739 Feagan 722 Reagan 741
Austin 676 Austin 676 Lanier 725
McCallum 566 McCallum 597 Mendez 682
Mendez 486 LBJ 551 Dobie 592
LBJ 483 Mendez 469 Pearce 589

How Many Students Does Each Component of the Criteria Identify?

For five years, the largest number of at-risk students has been ident.fied by the
TEAMS Writing component (see Figure 18). The smallest number of students has
been identified by TEAMS Language. The number of students who are overage 2+
years (and overage 1+ years), the number of students who are two or more years
below in mathematics achievement and the number of students two or more years
below in reading achievement had been increasing. For 1991-92, the number of
students who are overage and the number of students below in reading achievement
decreased, but the number of students below in mathematics achievement continued
to increase. One in five secondary students is two or more years below in
mathematics achievement. The number of students identified as at risk because of]
TEAMS Reading, TEAMS Math, TEAMS Language, and TEAMS Writing had
been decreasing. With their . duction of TAAS, these categories all increased.
The number of students identific by F's is the lowest for the five years studied.

_.’\“‘ 19
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Figure 18: Secondary At-Risk Students by Criteria Component
1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-62
Enrollment=25,587| Enroilment=25,292|Enroliment=25,998| Enrollment=25,468 Enrollment=26,093

N % N % N % N % N %
Overage 2+ years 2,563 10.0 2,601 103 3061 118 3,149 124 3,089 118
Overage 1+ yecars** 6,182 242 6416 254 6,706 258 6,807 26.7 6,759 259
Reading Achicvement 3906 153 3,899 154 4,141 16.0 4,351 17.1 3990 153
Mathematics Achievement 2929 114 2,776 110 3,227 124 3,856 15.1 5,070 194
TEAMS/TAAS Reading 3,080 12.0 3,094 122 2,753 106 2,594 10.2 4640 17.8
TEAMS/TAAS Mathematics 3462 135 3,538 14.0 3015 116 2,759 108 4,014 154
TEAMS/TAAS Language 212 08 331 1.3 137 0.5 127 0.5 11 00
TEAMS/TAAS Writing 5,757 225 5469 216 4963 19.1 4,562 179 5,601 21.5
F's 2,185 8.5 3,367 133 2553 938 2,938 11.5 1,120 43

*Duplicated count means catcgories are not mutually exclusive.
**Not a component; included for information only.

While helpful, the information on students at risk by criteria components left many
questions unanswered. How many students were overage and failed TEAMS/
TAAS? How many students were overage, did not have F's, had not failed
TEAMS/TAAS, and were not below on achievement? Did at-risk students who
dropped out display different characteristics from at-risk students who graduated or
stayed in school? The researchers believed that a further analysis of the information
would be helpful.

Categories of At-Risk Students

-JRE subsequently extended the State at-risk criteria to develop individual at-risk
categories for purposes of more closely tracking and identifying at-risk students.
Twenty-two categories were developed by creating one category for each part of the
State at-risk criteria and then combining the various components of the criteria.

For example, category one is for the student who is two or more years older than
expected for the grade level only (but who is ot below in achievement, does pot
have F’s, and did not fail TEAMS/TAAS). Category two is for the student who
scored two or more years below grade level on reading only, (but not mathematics
and who is not overage, does not have F’s and did not fail TEAMS/TAAS). Cat-
egory 12 is for the student who is two or more years overage and failed at least one
of the sections of the TEAMS/TAAS (but does pot have F's and is not below in
achievement). The definitions of each category may be found in Figure 20.

In 1991-92 there were increases in ten categories of at-risk studenis. Seven of these
ten categories are known to produce high percentages of dropouts over time. There
were 1,369 fewer students in low-risk categories and 2,330 more students in high-
risk categories. More students are at higher risk for dropping out. For more
information about the relationship between at-risk students and dropouts see Af-
Risk Students and Dropouts; Trends Across Four Years (Publication No. 90.43).
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]
@ Figure 19: Grade 7-12 At-Risk Students by Category A
1987-88 to 1991-92
Unduplicated Count*

Risk 1987-88  1988-89  1989-90  1590-91 1991-92
Category Risk Factor Frequency Frequency Frequency Frequency Frequency
0 Not AtRisk 14,257 13,624 15,239 14427 14075
1 Age 1,113 941 1,021 906 1,037
2 Readinr /" igvement 662 555 770 854 818
3 Mathematics Achievement 321 214 327 538 485
4 2Fs 726 1,182 560 552 131
5 TEAMS/TAAS Reading 229 301 244 220 378
6 TEAMS/TAAS Mathematics 374 336 257 207 597
7 TEAMS/TAAS Language 18 16 4 5 1
8 TEAMS/TAAS Writing 632 523 500 433 286
9 TEAMS/TAAS Writing Composition 1,246 1,258 903 896 1,053
10 Age, Reading Achicvement or Mathematics Achievement 215 180 218 199 271
11 Age,2Fs 163 296 387 579 234
12 Age, TEAMS/TAAS (any) 3717 369 365 268 564
13 Math Achievement or Reading Achieveueri & 2 Fs 189 366 232 250 59
14  Math Achicvement or Reading Achievement & TEAMS/TAAS (any) 2,054 2,033 2,137 2,202 2,986
15 2F's, TEAMS/TAAS (any) 354 442 276 271 129
16  Age, Mathematics Achievement or Reading Achievement, & 2 F's 64 84 137 226 55
17  Age, Math Achievement or Read Achievernent and TEAMS/TAAS 410 355 335 272 559
18 z:\ngye), 2FS, & TEAMS/TAAS (any) 92 164 252 307 183
19 Age, Math Achievement, Read Achicvement, 2 F's & TEAMS/TAAS 140 212 346 392 186
20 ﬁmematics Achicvement & Reading Achievement 418 234 446 570 577
21 TEAMS/TAAS (1wo) 1,074 986 679 533 1,286
22 Math Achicvement or Read Achicvement, 2 F's & TEAMS/TAAS (any) 459 363 363 361 143

Total At Risk 11,330 11,668 10,759 11,041 12,018
Total Enrollment 25,587 25,292 25,998 25468 26,093
tUnduplicaled count means student is in one and only one category. )

-
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@ Figure 20: B
Definitions of Secondary Risk Category Codes
Risk
Category  Factors Definition
1 Age Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level
2 Read Ach Student scored two or more years below grade level in reading on a nomm -referenced, standardized achievement
test (cither the Jowa Tests of Basic Skills or the Tests of Achievement and Proficiency)
3 Math Ach Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics on a norm-referenced, standardized
achievement test (either the ITBS or the TAP)
4 2Fs Student failed at least two courses during a semester
S TEAMSRead Student failed the reading section on the most recent administration of the State-mandaled, criterion-referenced
Texas Educational Assessment of Minimum Skills (TEAMS) (grades 7 & 9 only)
6 TEAMS Math Student failed the mathematics section of the TEAMS
7 TEAMS Lang Student failed the language arts section of the Exit-Level TEAMS (grades 11 &12 only)
§ TEAMS Write Student failed the writing section of the TEAMS (Grades 7 & 9 only)
9 TEAMS W Comp Student failed only the writing composition portion of the TEAMS Writing test (grades 7 & 9 only)
10 Age,Read Achor Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level and scored two or more years below grade
Math Ach level in reading or mathematics on the ITBS or TAP
11 Age,2Fs Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level and failed at least two courses during a
semester
12 Age, TEAMS (any) Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level and failed at least one of the sections of the
TEAMS
13 Math Achor Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP and failed
Read Ach & 2 F's at least two courses during a semester
14  Math Ach or Read Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP and failed
Ach & TEAMS (any)  atleast one of the sections of the TEAMS
1S 2Fs, TEAMS (any) Student failed at least two courses auring a semester and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS
16  Age, Math Ach or Read Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored two or more years below grade level
Ach,& 2 F's in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, and failed at least two courses during a semester
17 Age,Math Achor Read Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored two ormoreyearsbelowgradelevel i in
Ach, & TEAMS (any) mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS
18  Age,2Fs, & Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, failed at least one of the sections of the
TEAMS (any) TEAMS
19 Age Math Ach or Student is two or more years older than expected for the grade level, scored two or more years below grade level
Read Ach, 2 F, in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, failed at least two courses during a semester, and failed at
& TEAMS (any) least one of the sections of the TEAMS
20 Math Ach& Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics and in reading on the ITBS or the TAP
21 'EEAJV[S l()lwo) Student failed at least two sections of the TEAMS
ead Ac
22 Math Achor Student scored two or more years below grade level in mathematics or reading on the ITBS or the TAP, failed at
Read Ach, 2 F's, least two courses during a semester, and failed at least one of the sections of the TEAMS
& TEAMS (any)

_

Note: "TEAMS" should be interpreted as "TEAMS/TAAS."
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| Elementary At-Risk Students I

This section of the report follows the same pattern as the section on secondary at-
risk students, using graphs and statistics to describe the status of at-risk students in
grades PK-6. The main part of the section describes and analyzes the elementary
population from two perspectives: the population of all elementary students and the
population of elementary at-risk students. Both perspectives are further divided into

grade, ethnicity, and sex groupings. Finally, the last part examines the location and
the categories of the at-risk students.

How Many Students Are At Risk?

For grades PK-6, the number of students considered at risk by the State criteria was
5,320 (20.0%) in 1988-89, 5,198 (18.7%) in 1989-90, 12,514 (33.2%) in 1990-91,
and 14,300 (36.7%) in 1991-92 (see Figures 21 and 22). The increase in the num-
ber of at-risk elementary students in 1990-91 is attributable to a broadening of the

definition from only overage to include additional factors, as explained on page 3 of
this report.

Even though the State did not implement criteria (other than overage) for elemen-
tary until 1990, ORE had already been compiling data on students in grades 1-6 for
the same categories as secondary students in order to better explore the relationship
beween at-risk status at the elementary level and dropping out at the secondary
level. Because it was not known at that time that LEP and MRT would be required
by the State, or that the reach of the criteria would be broadened to include PK and
K, statistics on those factors were not included in those analyses.

With a few noted exceptions, the figures in this section display the data from the
ORE comparison study for this period, instead of the data using the State criteria. A
simple table, Figure 21, demonstrates the rationale behind this decision. The num-
ber of students identified at risk by the state criteria increased dramatically after
1989, attributable largely to the broadening of criteria definition. On the other
hand, the data in the ORE study was more consistent, allowing for better compari-
sons. Because of the addition of MRT and LEP, and PK and K, and because of the
discontinuance of the MRT in 1991-92, comparisons between 1988 and 1989 with
1990-1991 should be made with caution.

Figure 21: Comparison of State Criteria with
Alternate ORE Comparison Criteria
1988 1989 1990 1991
State Al | State Al State Al | Siate Al
Number At Risk 5320 11,600 | 5,198 10337 12,514 12,514 14,300 14,300
Total Enrollment 26,593 27,740 37,67 38,929
Percent At Risk 200 43.6 18.7 373 332 332 36.7 36.7
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Figure 22:
Percent of Total Enrollment
Identified as At Risk, Grades PK-6
1986-89 to 1991-92

Percent

B Comparison Criteria XN State Criteria

1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
Year

What Proportions of Groups Are At Risk?

For the last four years, a determination has been made of the at-risk status (as of
October 30) of each student in Grades 1-6. Beginning in 1990, prekindergarten
and kindergarten were included in the analyses. The most important findings are:

* The number of elementary students considered at risk has changed from 43.6%
t0 36.7%, with a low of 33.2% in 1990.

The majority of at-risk students become at risk while at the elementary level.

* A greater proportion of the Hispanic (45-56%) and Black (33-60%) enrollment
is identified as at risk than American Indian (23-41%), Asian (22-53%) or
White (19-26%).

* The discontinuance of the MRT greatly decreased the number of at-risk stu-
dents in grade one.

* The number of at-risk students which had been declining increased in 1991,
possibly as a result of the introduction of TAAS.

The number of at-risk students in grades 4 and 6 increased possibly as a result
of the introduction of TAAS in grades 3 and 5.

The number of at-risk students in grade 2 increased possibly as a result of
identifying those students below the 30th percentile and not requiring that they
be two or more years below grade level.
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Figure 23:
Percer t of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Grade, Grades PK-6
As of October 30,1988 - 1991

Percent At Risk

100
Ml 1988 1989 [ 11990 %2 1991
80
60
40+
20
\
o 4 /7 § 4 4
PK K Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 4
Date

% of Enrollment %of Enrollment % of Enrollment % of Enrollment
Oct. 30,1988 Oct, 30, 1989  Oct, 30,1990 Oct, 30, 1991
Grade
PK N/A N/A 28.5 248
K N/A N/A 139 15.5
1 41.5 11.6 49.5 18.2
2 39.1 35.8 24.1 45.2
3 419 38.0 319 414
4 43.0 46.6 42.1 54.0
5 493 47.1 404 52.1
6 44,1 46.3 35.8 504
Total 43.6 37.3 33.2 36.7
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Figure 24:
Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Ethnicity, Grades PK-6
As of October 30, 1988-91

Percent At Risk
100

Ml o NN 1989 [l1990 m1991|

80
60 r
40+

201

Am. Indian Asian Black Hispanic White
Date

% of Enrollment % of Enrollment % of Enrollment % of Enrollment
Oct, 30, 1988* Qct, 30, 1989* Oct, 30,1990 Oct, 30,1991
Ethnicity;
Am. Indian 41.1 28.3 22.8 32.0
Asian 314 22.2 48.5 53.0
Black 599 48.1 33.1 374
Hispanic 559 449 49.5 53.0
White 26.0 224 18.8 214
Total 42.8 35.0 332 36.7

*Includes grades 1-6 only
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Figure 25:
Percent of Enrollment Identified At Risk, by Sex, Grades PK-6
As of October 30, 1988-91

Percent At Risk

100

Wl 9ss XS1989 [l1990 A 1991
80+
60+t

Male Female
Date

% of Enrollment %of Enrollment % of Enrollment % of Enrollment

Oct. 30, 1988* Qct. 30, 1989* Qct. 30.1990  Oct. 30, 1991

Sex

Male 46.2 379 36.3 39.0

Female 392 320 30.0 344
Total 42.8 35.0 33.2 36.7

*Includes grades 1-6 only
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Who Are the At-Risk Students?

By level and by grade. The majority of the elementary at-risk students are in
later elementary grades (4-6) rather than in earlier grades (PK-3). The highest
percentage of at-risk students was ir grade 1 in 1988-89, grade 4 in 1989-90,
and again in grade 1 in 1990-91 (see Figure 26 and 27). There is an explana-
tion for this seeming inconsistency. First graders of 19%8-89 were identified
using the spring 1988 kindergarten ITBS. That test was discortinued for the
spring of 1989; consequently, the numbers of identified first graders in the fall
of 1989 decreased. First grade students in the fall of 1990 were identified
using the fall MRT with a corresponding increase in the number of identified
first graders. At this time the factor of LEP was added and accounts for some
of the increase. The MRT was discontinued for 1991-92 and the number of
first grade at-risk students decreased. Fourth grade again had the highest
percentage of at-risk students.

Figure 26:
Summary Statistics for Grade PK-6 At-Risk Students
1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
N 2 N %2 N %2 N 2
At-risk grade
PK N/A N/A N/A  NA 621 50 589 4.1
K N/A N/A N/A N/A 839 6.7 929 6.5
1 2,570 221 756 7.3 3,090 247 1,165 8.1
2 2,178 188 2,197 212 1437 115 2749 192
3 2,198 189 2,188 21.2 1,871 149 2454 172
4 2072 179 2,158 244 2300 184 3,157 221
5 2274 196 2,336 226 2,097 167 2,841 199
6 311 2.7 342 33 259 2.1 416 29
At-risk ethnicity
Am. Indian 39 03 30 03 23 02 32 0.2
Asian 149 13 115 1.1 349 28 390 2.7
Black 3,124 269 2,639 25.5 2334 187 2,681 187
Hispanic 5116 44.1 4,626 448 6,785 542 7685 537
White 3,172 274 2927 28.3 3023 242 3512 246
At-risk sex
Male 6,409 552 5,709 55.2 6960 556 7,736 54.1
Female 5,191 448 4,628 448 5,554 444 6,564 459
Total 11,600 100.0 10,337 1000 12,514 1000 14,300
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Figure 27:
At-Risk Students By Grade, Grades PK-6
1988-89 to 1991-92

Percent of At-Risk by Grade

100 F o . ] Ty
80 -
60 |- - ! Grade &
EH Grade s
T arade 4
401 1 Grade 3
Grade 2
20 [T Grade 1
K
' L Bl PK
1988-88 1888-80 1990-91 1881-92
School Year
1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1691-92
N 2 N %2 N 2 N 2%
At-risk grade
PK N/A N/A N/A N/A 621 5.0 589 4.1
K N/A N/A N/A N/A 839 6.7 929 6.5

1 2,570 22.1 756 7.3 3090 247 1,165 8.1
2 2,178 188 2,197 212 1437 115 2,749 19.2
3 2,195 189 2,188 212 1871 149 2454 172
4 2072 179 2518 244 2,300 184 3,157 221
5 2274 196 2336 226 2,097 167 2841 199
6 311 27 342 33 259 2.1 416 29
Total 11,600 100.0 10,337 100.0 12,514 100.0 14,360 100.0
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By ethnicity. In 1991-92 the majority (53.7%) of at-risk students was Hispanic.
White at-risk students (24.6%) outnumbered the Black at-risk students (18.7%).
Very few elementary at-risk students each year are American Indian (0.2%) or
Asian (2.7%). During the period, the percentage of Hispanic students steadily
increased and the percentage of Black students steadily decreased, which paral-
lels the overall demographic trend in AISD. See Figure 28.

Figure 28:
At-Risk Students By Ethnicity, Grades PK-6
1988-89 to 1991-92

Percent of At-Risk by Percent of At-Risk by Ethnicity

i00F
80
i
60 -
///,
40 - // E:i White
// Hispanlc
20 7 Black
Aslan
l BB Am. Indian
1988-89 1989-90 1890-91 1991-92
Schooi Year
1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
N % N %2 N %2 N %
At-risk ethnicity
Am. Indian 39 03 30 03 23 02 32 02
Asian 149 1.3 115 1.1 349 2.8 390 2.7
Black 3,124 269 2,639 255 2334 186 2,681 187
Hispanic 5,116 44.1 4626 44.8 6,785 542 7,685 53.7
White 3,172 274 2927 283 3023 242 3512 246 °
Total 11,600 1000 10337 100.0 12,514 100.0 14,300 100.0

30




91.41
By sex. More of the at-risk students are male (54.1%) than female (45.9%). See
Figure 29.
Figure 29:
At-Risk Students By Sex, Grades PK-6
1988-89 to 1991-92
100 Percent of At-Risk by Sex
) \\ % % -
40
20 Female
Ml Male
1888-89 1989-90 1980-91 1991-92
School Year
1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
N % N % N % N 2
At-risk sex
Male 6,409 552 5,709 55.2 6960 55.6 7736 54.1
Female 5,191 448 4628 448 5554 444 6,564 459
Total 11,600 100.0 10,337 100.0 12,514 100.0 14,300 100.0
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Where Are the At-Risk Students?

For the figures on location, the percentages and numbers displayed use only the
State criteria. The ranking of the 10 elementary schools with the higt st per-
centages of at-risk students was much less static than the for the secondary
schools. Six schools were in the top 10 all four years. The change in the defini-
tion of state criteria over the period is partially responsible for this. The percent-
age of schools with more low achieving and/or more LEP students increased
relative to those schLools with more overage students. For example, Ridgetop
ranked ninth in 1988-89, with only 33% identified at risk. Following the change
in criteria, however, Ridgetop ranked first in 1990-91, with 62% of the student
population identified at risk. See Attachments II-1, III-4, and IV-4.

Figure 30: Ten Elementary schools With
Highest Percentages of At-Risk Students

1988-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
Zavala 44 | Zavala 40 Ridgetop 62 Metz 65
Brooke 43 | Blackshear 37 Blackshear 61 | Ridgetop 59
Sanchez 39 | Ridgetop 35 Brooke 60 | Brooke 59
Blackshear 39 Brooke 34 Metz 60 | Allan 56
Ortega 36 | Ortega 34 Brown 57 | Blackshear 56
Becker 36 | Sanchez 33 Allan 56 | Zavala 56
Oak Springs 36 | Allison 31 Zavela 55 | Sa